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and in the neighbouring province of Loreto appear to have resented
the loss of Leticia, and in particular the inhabitants of Iquitos (a port
on the Amazon about 250 miles above Leticia) felt that Colombia's
possession of a port lower down the river damaged their interests.1
During the night of the 31st August-lst September, 1932,2 a group
of armed Peruvians took possession of Leticia and hoisted the Peru-
vian flag. As the village was not garrisoned they met with no resis-
tance, and they imprisoned and subsequently expelled the Colombian
civil authorities. The occupation was later extended to cover the
whole of the 'Leticia Trapezium'.
This coup appears to have taken the Government of Peru as well
as that of Colombia by surprise, and at first the attitude adopted at
Lima was that proper to a Government whose nationals had made an
unprovoked attack upon the territory of a friendly state. 'When the
attack on Leticia became known, the Peruvian Government at oxice
informed the Colombian Government that it had nothing whatever
to do with the planning or execution of these acts, which it deplored
and condemned; at the same time, it offered its co-operation, as pro-
vided for in the existing treaties3 and rules of international law with
regard to relations between neighbouring countries with a view to
preventing persons coming from one country from disturbing peace
in the other or taking part in subversive acts.'4 The Peruvian Govern-
ment also declared explicitly at this stage that they recognized the
validity of the Salomon-Lozano Treaty by which Colombia had
acquired possession of Leticia.
The assailants, however, had the support of the military authorities
in the province of Loreto, and when the Government at Lima realized
that the Loretanos did not intend to give up their acquisition they
changed their attitude. Senor Sanchez Cerro5 and his Government
1 According to one report, the ringleader of the attack on Leticia was the
owner of a ranch who had failed to sell his property to the Colombian authori-
ties at a price which they considered exorbitant.
3 This is the date given in the report adopted by the League of Nations
Council on the 18th March, 1933 (see p. 451 below). In earlier accounts the
date given was the lst-2nd September, 1932.
3	Both Colombia and Peru were signatories of a treaty concluded at Caracas
on the 18th July, 1911, between five American Republics, by which each con-
tracting state undertook to refrain from assisting in any way movements of
rebellion against another signatory state.
4	Communication, dated the 2nd January, 1933, from Senor Santos, the
special representative of the Colombian Government in Europe, to the Secre-
tary- General of the League of Nations (League of Nations Official Journal, April
1933, Part I, p. 545).
5	Senor Cerro had headed the military junta which overthrew Senor Leguia
in August 1930, and although he had been obliged by another rising to make
his escape to Europe early in 1931, he had returned to Peru later in the year

